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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,
Plaintiff-Respondent,
V.

BRIAN MICHAEL TRAPPEN,
Defendant-Appellant.
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)
)

NO. 47722-2020
JEROME COUNTY NO. CR27-18-5468

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Nature of the Case
Brian Michael Trappen appeals from his judgment of conviction for two counts of
vehicular manslaughter. Mr. Trappen pleaded guilty, and the district court imposed consecutive
sentences of nine years, four years fixed. Mr. Trappen appeals, and he asserts that the district
court abused its discretion by imposing excessive sentences.
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Statement of the Facts & Course of Proceedings
On June 3, 2018, Mr. Trappen was involved in a fatal automobile accident on Interstate
84 near Jerome. (Presentence Investigation Report (hereinafter, PSI), pp.26-27.) Mr. Trappen
was determined to have caused the accident by driving in the wrong direction; tragically, Charles
Lenhart and his mother, Maricruz Lenhart, died from their injuries, and several other individuals
were injured. (PSI, p.28.) Further, authorities concluded that Mr. Trappen was impaired by a
combination of alcohol and alprazolam, which was exacerbated by the presence of mitragynine
and nortiptyline. (PSI, p.28.)
Mr. Trappen pleaded guilty to two counts of vehicular manslaughter. (R., p.292.) The
State agreed to recommend consecutive sentences of seven and one-half years, with two and onehalf years fixed. (R., p.292.) The district court imposed consecutive sentences of nine years,
with four years fixed.

(R., p.352.) Mr. Trappen appealed.

(R., p.366.) He asserts that the

district court abused its discretion by imposing excessive sentences

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it imposed consecutive sentences of nine years,
with four years fixed, upon Mr. Trappen following his plea of guilty to two counts of vehicular
manslaughter?

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Imposed Consecutive Sentences OfNine
Years, With Four Years Fixed, Upon Mr. Trappen Following His Plea Of Guilty To Two Counts
Of Vehicular Manslaughter
"It is well-established that ' [w ]here a sentence is within statutory limits, an appellant has
the burden of showing a clear abuse of discretion on the part of the court imposing the
sentence."' State v. Pierce, 150 Idaho 1, 5 (2010) (quoting State v. Jackson, 130 Idaho 293, 294
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(1997) (alteration in original)). Here, Mr. Trappen's sentence does not exceed the statutory
maximum. Accordingly, to show that the sentence imposed was unreasonable, Mr. Trappen
"must show that the sentence, in light of the governing criteria, is excessive under any reasonable
view of the facts." State v. Strand, 137 Idaho 457, 460 (2002).
"'Reasonableness' of a sentence implies that a term of confinement should be tailored to
the purpose for which the sentence is imposed." State v. Adamcik, 152 Idaho 445, 483 (2012)
(quoting State v. Stevens, 146 Idaho 139, 148 (2008)).
In examining the reasonableness of a sentence, the Court conducts an independent
review of the entire record available to the trial court at sentencing, focusing on
the objectives of criminal punishment: (1) protection of society; (2) deterrence of
the individual and the public; (3) possibility of rehabilitation; and (4) punishment
or retribution for wrongdoing.
Stevens, 146 Idaho at 148. "A sentence is reasonable if it appears necessary to accomplish the
primary objective of protecting society and to achieve any or all of the related goals of
deterrence, rehabilitation, or retribution." State v. Delling, 152 Idaho 122, 132 (2011). "The
decision of whether to impose sentences concurrently or consecutively is within the sound
discretion of the trial court."

State v. Helms, 130 Idaho 32, 35 (Ct. App. 1997); see also

I.C. § 18-308.
When asked about the incident, Mr. Trappen stated that he had no memory of the
accident, but "I know I in no way intended to hurt myself or anyone else. I now have to live with
this forever knowing I caused others to be hurt, and my children to live with the consequences of
what happened." (PSI, p.11.) He stated that he feels "horrible, it will haunt me forever, [and I]
would do anything [to] change it." (PSI, p.11.) Further, Mr. Trapped addressed the district court
and the surviving victims at the sentencing hearing. He stated,
It's not easy to stand up here, look you guys in the eyes and say I'm sorry. I
know that doesn't take anything away or bring anything back. Saying I'm sorry
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doesn't do anything, but I am sorry. There's not a day goes by that I don't think
about this. I know it has affected your families. It's been the worst thing that's
happened to mine too. I never meant to hurt anybody. I ask you to forgive me.
Your Honor, like I said, I know you have a tough job to do, and hopefully it's a
tough decision because I'm not an evil man. I'm not a criminal. I'm not a drug
user or abuser. And I hope that you'll take some leniency on me so I can take
care of my family and provide for them even ifl don't get to see them.
I just want you to know that if you allow me that grace, no matter what, I will do
everything in my power to make sure nothing like this ever happens again.
(Tr., p.57, Ls.5-23.)
While alcohol and alprazolam were found in Mr. Trappen's blood, counsel emphasized
that Mr. Trappen had a prescription for Xanax (alprazolam) since at least 2013 and Mr. Trappen
"was taking his prescribed medication as prescribed, and for that period of time occasionally he
would drink alcohol. Never during that period of time had he ever had a negative consequence
or a negative reaction. And that matters because there's a course of conduct there where this is
fine. This isn't a problem." (Tr., p.48, Ls.17-23.) But, "unanticipated negative reactions is a
thing." (Tr., p.48, Ls.24-25.) Mr. Trappen's blood alcohol concentration was under the legal
limit at 0.073. (PSI, p.10.) As counsel noted, Mr. Trappen had legally used Xanax for years and
occasionally used alcoho 1 and had never had a negative reaction and "in order to be criminal
responsible you have to take a known - you have to know that certain things are going to happen
and then disregard that anyway.

(Tr., p.51, Ls.18-22.)

Further, "the other thing that

[Mr. Trappen] had in his blood that's just an herb that you can buy" at the gas station that was
not regulated by the FDA. (Tr., p.49, Ls.15-22.)
Counsel also emphasized that before this accident occurred, Mr. Trappen had graduated
from the POST academy and was looking forward to being a police officer. (Tr., p.53, Ls.23-25.
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"He was hoping to be a law enforcement officer. He wanted to be on the other side of this table.
He wanted to be sitting over there. He finds himself over here instead." (Tr., p.54, Ls.12-15.)
Finally, Mr. Trappen "has a five-month-old child. He has a wife. He has a mortgage.
Sending him to prison for a long time, well, you know what that's going to do. I don't have to
explain it to you." (Tr., p.54, Ls.16-19.) Counsel recommended a "lengthy, like a year, county
jail sentence with work release so that he can go to work. He can keep his house. He can keep
his job. He can keep food for his family. That he, you know, go in after work to jail and sleep in
there every night for a year." (Tr., p.54, L.20 - p.55, L.3.)
Considering that Mr. Trappen did not intend to injure anyone, expressed remorse for his
actions, was legally taking alprazolam and had never before had any issues with combining it
with some alcohol, Mr. Trappen respectfully submits that the district court abused its discretion
by imposing excessive sentences in this case.

CONCLUSION
Mr. Trappen respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentence as it deems
appropriate. Alternatively, he requests that his case be remanded to the district court for a new
sentencing hearing.
DATED this 24 th day of August, 2020.

/s/ Justin M. Curtis
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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KENNETH K. JORGENSEN
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
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